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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



In the Claims : 

Claims 1-21 remain pending in the present application. New claims 22- 
52 have been added. As explained in more detail below, all claims are now 
believed to be allowable. No new material is included in the new claims. 



First, Applicant would like to thank the Examiner for the allowance of 
claims 20 and 21. 

The Examiner has indicated that claims 14 and 17 would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

To avail the applicant of this determination, claim 22 has been added as a 
combination of claims 14, 11, and 1, so new claim 22 is an independent version 
of claim 14 including all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

Claims 23-37 are new claims with limitations that correspond respectively 
to claim 22, and all are allowable as proper dependent claims of an allowable 
base claim. 

Claim 38 is a new claim that incorporates the limitation of claim 17 into 
claims 15, 11, and 1, so that claim 38 is an independent version of claim 17 
including all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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Claims 39-52 are new claims with limitations that correspond respectively 
to claim 38, and all are allowable as proper dependent claims of an allowable 
base claim. 



The Examiner rejected claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent 7,046,295 to Hovanky ("Hovanky '295") in view of 
US Patent 4,764,008 to Wren ("Wren '008"). As Applicant does not believe 
Hovanky '295 in view of Wren '008 to teach or suggest the subject matter of the 
rejected claims, the rejection is respectfully traversed. 

No motivation exists to combine Hovanky '295 and Wren '008. Hovanky 
'295 teaches a base assembly means of support comprising a planar return plate 
and base plate. The base assembly in Hovanky '295 not only serves as a means 
of support, but also aids the camera movement about its axis. Magnets are 
placed on the underside of the return plate; when a current is added a magnetic 
field results causing rotation. 

Removing the base assembly of Hovanky '295 in favor of the legs taught 
in Wren '008 affectively eliminates the axis rotation taught in Hovanky '295. 
Removal of the base assembly of Hovanky '295 removes the magnet attachment 
point. Therefore, a combination of Havanky '295 and Wren '008 would not 
provide pivotable connections along an axis as found in the claimed invention. 

Based on the foregoing arguments, the Applicant respectfully suggests 
that there are material differences between the cited combination of references 



35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejection 
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and the subject matter recited by independent claim 1. Consequently, the 
Applicant respectfully submits that the cited combination of references cannot 
support a rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). As the Applicant 
believes independent claim 1 to recite allowable subject matter, claims 2-19, 
which depend therefrom, would also be allowable. 



CONCLUSION 

Applicant has also distinguished the subject matter of the claimed 
invention over the teachings of the references cited as by the Examiner, and has 
added claims 22-52. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that the present application is 
now in condition for allowance, and such action is earnestly requested. 
Telephone inquiry to the undersigned in order to clarify or otherwise expedite 
prosecution of the present application is respectfully encouraged. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 08/09/2007 By: /Jeffrey C. Norris/ 

Jeffrey C. Norris 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 42,039 
Standley Law Group LLP 
495 Metro Place South 
Suite 210 

Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 
Telephone: (614) 792-5555 
Facsimile: (61 4) 792-5536 
E-mail :jnorris@standleyllp.com 
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